ElMAEKS 

Claims I'll are rqcctcd. Claim? I . ! K 19. 2*?. 3'^. 47, 55, and o5 have been aii^ontkxJ 
herein. Applicants believe that ilie present, application is in conditioi^ ibr allowance, \%?iicii 
prompt and favorable action is respectfliliy reqiiestsd. Entry of this amejidmeat mid Mier 
examination of the present sppHcation are hereby requested. 
1. Ajsse?idmeats 

Each indsspendent claim has been eiariSed by explaining th^t shGn-sIpt-cyGle pagii^^^ 
occurs at an interval less than the slot cycle. Basis for this clarification is fomd iot example in 
pai-agraphs [0043|-[0046] and Figs. 5 and 6 of tlte application where a slot cycle is exemplified 
as having a time period of 1 .28 seconds (16 slots of 0.08 sec. each^ a.t'.d short-i;lot-cyde-paging is 
exemplified as paging that occurs at an interval less than i,2S sec, e.g., 0.08 sec, 0.16 sec, 0.32 
,sec. or 0.64 sec 

The preau^Mc of claun 39 has been hannonized mth the preamble of claim i 9 and a 
typographical etror has been corrected iii claim 10. 

The fourtli SLOI^ (?YCI..E_LNDEX value in Table 1 o('\he specification ht^ been 
corrected to read "110" instead of "100/' The typographical error is believed to be readily 
apparent to those having skill id the art. 

No new matter has been introdiiced hy O^e ai^icndnit-nts. 

The amendments lo the claims arc timely as they n^ereiv chnfy the previous cidini 
language and do not raise any new issues. As mentioned the amendment to Table 1 corrects a 
typographical error that would be readily apparent to those having skill in the art. 
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2. RejfccdQs^ ^>f mdepejide^st cMms L 11, 19, 29, 37, 47, 55 ^S^ umler 35 |j,SX'. ^ 102(e) 
as allegedly anticipated hy li.S. F&tmi 7, 047.0eS (ICMsia^^) 

1 1t iut'cvov asserts '^hat Krm-d\y allegedly teaches each element of these indcpendem 
ciainis. Applicants xespecttuisv traverse the rejection, 

Aiiticipation is an exacting stmdard. Under 35 U.S C. § i02, evei> limifat^on of a claim 
must identically appear in a smgle prior art reference for it to antscipate tite claim. In re bond, 
v:oi':a^^l .S^> i'^^iS:\):D '566 ivi-^f^cc Cir 5t»0) J-np-K^t a.e\ ofan 
exai; mc-^s antic p<it or deal)- sis is that ihe claim must tirst have been con-ectly construed to 
define the scope and measing of each coiitested limitation See e.g.. In re Paulsen, 30 F3d 1475, 
!47*^. 31 USP02D 1671, 1674 (Fed. Cir. 1994) ("To properlv compare [an alkgedi> anticipatory 
prior art reference] svith the claims at xssnc, we must construe the term 'computer' to sseertam its 
scops and meaning,"), 

'Vpp icams" clairrs are gcnei ally directed forprox^d^ng sho.t-s'oi-esc.e paging 
inforntation betvveen a communication device ^CD) and a base station (BS) Specifically, 
independent claim 1 recites a xnetliod wh^n the CD provides the feature of short-slot-cyete 
paging utonj.iiuin Vd ^Scnr-^^-fe'-ig dcfeTm'iing whctb^-tlv BS - iIc . f -1 n---0 
c>c!v, pagii g, a-i<. .la <...nng that the v O is ai^^o cr<paok tor shor*-biot-c} c v. p<j.g i>g it :f e BS 
determmed to be capable of short-slot-cyck paging." Similarly, eiaim 1 1 recites a metiiod 
wherein the BS mdicatci the fcatme of a short-sloi-cycle paging uiformation to a CD compnsmg 

c *nc to 1 «. ^-.n' lit. 10-^ dc^ ice {CD) that *ht BS c - ]- . o ,hoit slo'-c^cle p^gi^-g, 
lece V tpg irlfsima.u n t<j^n the CD ^nd cat ng tliat ^ac CD i^^ also <L4pab'xC fo i..ioit"SH't-v,}cle 

' It iS .i->ted that ihe Bxamuser dsd tiot include claims 29 wd 31 m the headisg of ihis rejecaon but did refer to clajxti 
5" bii! not clau-n 2«J tn ilie body of the tciecttoti on page 2 of the Final Rejecfion, Ir does not appear mat clasn 29 i» 
included itj anj of slv -ejections set forth hi {he Fttul Bejeotun Smcc the cover sheet of the i nial RejvCtior. stales 
thai cla ns '.-"C are 'e;ejted it > aj-feusred thM the OT^issiot? cf c:aii!i 2^' and froT:i ths-5 rejvction sv&t, m inad^-erteat 
enor aad ihat tbe Exarsieer ffiteaded to jsclude these claims m this rejectiots , 
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fc- ' ^ ^ ^ '"d'icd Oh tre tecsi^ed Qtonp^tio.-! Ihi ^ n genera^ ^iui> 'o 
cali setups. See Para. [0043 L 

in reading the claims it is irnportoju- to understand thai s.hon-sloi-cycle-paging occurs at 
an inten'al less than tiie slot c>'cle. Hence the term "short-slot cycle-paging/' WMIe the plain 
meaning of this phrase would be well understood to one of ordinary skill in the art, especially 
when {he phrase read ia 'ighl ofihc specification, language has been added to {lie ciain-s to 
clarify the meaning of the phrase. WTiiie the added language may be considered rsdundaiit, U is 
belie\'ed to overcome the Examiner's cx>nc«m regarding the ptsrported improper reading of 
limitations Irom the specification into the claims set forth at page 9 of the Final rejection. 

As discussed below. Kiimavy simply does^ t^^^^ 
coiirr j.ncanrg * c^p.^»3i itv f short-siot-cycle pagmg between a CD ai d BS Ir fact, Rm^^avv 
sin- .liy te^^iicfe i^c -^e of J e ^t^ic^-pog ng i.ha.inv.! < QPCT!) to preserve battei-j !tfe and never 

h.oi CSC c arrangeric. 1 ate weh »jiinsT m thv art, for mstance, geaeial y krow as a 
setting that conttols the length of a dot. A slot is defined as ( 1 28 sccoiids)*(2 i>o \i s.ot 

c>c!e 0 & i 28 seconds, thai slot cycle ! 5S 2 56 seconds, slot cvcle 2 1.^ 5 12 seconds, etc Fig .*5 
^ vM^oo 'r*^ ri- . " . slf «cvclcaiiangement"W'hcrcai>'otc>Jcc?* 2^ -e..or 1- nUi 
bibis oi 1 ''^ lots o' 0 OS i»econi.^s e ich Ai> x\ ell knoWii m the art, a CD Sj t>p caiiy assigiica a 
&lo* \\ thin ihe blot cycle and vtakts up «,verv 1 28 seconds to check that partictiiar slof 
Theieforo, Ui,ing Fig 5 as a reference, a CD that w^b as&igncd slot 3 m a slot cycle of 1 28 
c>.< J ^> ^ a >\ as.o I J e%ery 1 2S seconds, offset 240 VISEC h-om the start of each slot cyde 
However, the general adyajitage of a shorter slot cycle is the phoae gets more chances to recdve 
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to conserve povver A short-sio^ L,>i.l(i. arrangeme:.^t, a encomprsseJ by tlit, c'^' r s ^ t '>^* c i 
setup mode v^f the mobile statjon (*^MS ') md Otoup Conmumcations "lew^c O'CD '\ Re*erni g 
to Paras [0043;; 100^6;; Figs 5-6 and table 1 oj; the app, it states that 

' Ab d scus^cc oi. ^ * I sc^rrre apphcations such a.<> groap call &ervncci>, 

IrlO ; Ka-^f-dte^ dtlo\\ diagram or pioxKir^g s'^ort-slo.-ovck pagxngm a 
base station. BS may advertise its capability of -ftegative slot-cycle-mdsx 
pagiig to the target CDs to mdicate whether BS si^pport^ ncgdtA c slot- 
v.^clc iidex ^ ' . s vj '^04 tVt BS that -^u^^-nLnts ici \o t.'ot-ac c- 

o u or nx^sag^ o rf -^to) sl T~e^^ ^ -d^c n that the CD t'lat 
e'l u ~t, o'^-^'-jesp i-'f !s 1- aKo capai\c ne_, M \ e -k> -o>c'C-ndex 
pag}'ij:> tlie BS '■vc'Vi'S"< '-r-: ^ cvc;e--.n<iex value as bemg negaif 'C, as 
shown m Tablt 1 v^i vm m. Ibo >.ccc«\od slot cycle mdex has a 
dtcm d valix oH* J 2 ^ W S'n t .*emrvf lie reccned slOv-ovUe- 
n i„o\ ' aVv a'^ ben ^ ^^-"'^ tcp6'2 ^'^'^tc^i, ncewj ^v. 5 

^^eoo^ds 4 -,o* <-\cle mdo\ \aluc of -2 (.<-^use3 the BS to pdge tite tdri,e 
CD e\er) trir slots oi every 0 32 j.ecinds A slot cycle mdex \alue of -3 
u vise-? the BS V page the target CD c\ crv two &iots>, or every 016 seconds 
A ^ I. <,v. \ index ^ altie of -4 causes the BS to page the t&r|,et CD every 
SLOt, or every 0.08; seconds, pros'sdmg a ^eIat^^'ely shorter slot cycle 
paging.' 

T«ble 1 c'early shows an intcip etation of the \\XL_IKCL field to force the BS to page the CD 
at - L.i<^t '■h<~i ord-ra Uy d* ne, which ih the short-slot cycle as presented Tbcrefore, as 

'i CvT ^ i < iJ i' to- ^ cl t ns shin-'o^ cvv.it is a "\ ^'e *^ c\ i ornpass 
vvo 01 iroic ^ c s s.t i. hf gTOcrU'v kncw-^x 'ngk slo^ o 1 st^.^. id- ^c sstaixe, 
rcfen-^ g to ^ig iv a ort-slot cvcle a CD might be ass gned slots and U, wherein the CD 
\\oaM £ke up e> erv o4 MSFC to check the pagmg cha nel 



Attorney Docket No, 03Q275 

Kinnayy discloses a method and a mobile station for enabling a prefeed slot cycle 
wherem & negotiation occurs beivicen the mobile ^taUoi and the base station, w>>c«-ein 

"the mtcmdl hC mav be nrc- stored m the nobiic nIT-o;. i \^ reread the 
^roa.k?^:cd ! Ki^ s bt oro\ alai b> the base sn^'on 1 4" T^-ricJ^IIy, th^ 
rnoj^i e M {f-t>- ! be >;otcir:r-;e3 ar opt^-stipg SCI u^r^g the i'\r,5:ium of the 
ir.tcn al SCI and the broadcasted SCI cortro] cal sovip Unit. For 
example, the mobile station ^ft'' iVu\ hc:\cdn ratcrraj SCI of three (?) and 
'-ecei\ c v broadcasted SCI ot cnQ { s ) Thus. : < ^pe-attr^ SCI for tbc 
' lob-'v ^:at k\( (\l 5r.3y be ore i 1 because the broaocastcxl SCI c:\'^^c ' ' 5 

cycxe o^^"-v\spojJ\!g \-> opcranug SCI of one {})ii>2 5b seconds one 
of orji.jarv' .^k J. i-< ;ht art w^M :eadiiy recognize, i.e., operating slot cycle 
raaybe 2'' \ :.2S (sec), where r the operating SCL As a result of the 
operating SCI being one { 1 ), the mobile station 160 monitors for 
transmission from the base station 1 40 during a slot that reoccurs everv 
2.56 seconds. Col 4 Jmes 23-38. 

Furiier, 



e< 'nj . 1 c ixni s o -ot- k iief^ared SCI of four 

<.i.r<;o ^ t H I t ^ Ivstao^r 60ra*hcrthai jrga o%\i.t 

opera 1 S^H ^ t K 1 ^ three or les Tisnoo'e 
sun>f 1*^"! ^ ticpc cN ^ ar{.\ei e 

c*.. it-^oi c\ > 2'' <. s c s!„ 1 i dicate 

t tie 1-^00 k Stat on 60 ' o^ crat ns, at hv p c erred ic v 
t.ssociufcd with the pieferred SCI As a esult of mfomisn^ the base statjor 
40 Hith I 'iieferred SCI the mobile ^tat^os 1 60 1 m commi ^ vatio'^ 
1*1 1 s s no I'^O -^tK oir^ n. ti^ ( \ f iu -1 N ot 

a^sLi a ». \L hi- 1 ■jb k sUt or 160 iioi^ ois to t orsi n <^ n t^on-* 
tne ba e tat or i4{ \ a ihe u mmunication es>ouru; 210 diinig a <*lot that 
reoccurs every 20.4g seconds. ' Col. 4. Ime 58- Coi. 5. liite 8. 

t earh the irobi e ^t&tov dM the base stat ots adjust the «. ocratmg SCi t the prefen-ed 

s 1 1 1 u<- 1 v^i c ct^bctjct H ^-^ \ -11 \ i \ o s -^-.be 

e*. ^1;, i n v.; ^ s -! )rt (.sv. }eci vdll> saon lotov. ^ " u it 5 t v>.tJT..s 

K.in a\-\ stmt* \ m^kes w ot well kno^np*.yr^gcvde<! as> disclosed «i Col 1 hne S'^'S, and 

Co 4, lines 6^ Tneie noth ^g lO ind»c&te tht fidt ire of a sho-^ -^jot c>c'e vihe e n for 
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instance, a si ot-cyde-iodex valise of -1 catsses the BSM page; the target CO eveiy eight slots, or 
even' 0,04 secor.ds 'ITii*; -vouid be t% icc as oftexi as a itandaid slot of 1 28 seconds as djscus^ed 
m standards and in Kiimavy Fherefore. Ksiina\-y simply docs not djsdose the fealiircs oreither 
'vie r w r'-^c' >c BS h cc.pab c of short-siot-cycle paging" or *Vcc€iving sntbnDation 
irom tiK V. D, ir.dicutirg that tlie CD is als<» capable for slion-slol-c>cls paging." 

Si n ' tJ\, K. .>n<i^\ dvvs "ot disclose cW ncchanr^tn V ^"cur 1- - f < ? h.^^ 

3S 1 r Jie C^D capable of Miurt-s><jt-c\c!e paging, required by the clauns S.Hi^e k.nna\y 
sjmpiy piovides an mdscator for vi-eil-b^own SCI slot numbers, there is no need to dctermme if 
the BS or the CB are actuaHy capable of providing the defined shoit'^slot^cj'cle paging; in faet. 
ihere is no cnabbng feature disclosed or suggested as to how the BS ajid the CD would provide 
for a short-siot'cyele paging as: required by the claims. 

The Examiner stot - > - < " t bm:^ iUjcctior tliat a i^^t- c. h^i^-w s •^^^,lem 

"may select a pre^^xTed v.di - >e^- 1\.h tn« operating SCI such that the p-olorred slot cvck is 
shorter than the operating slot cycle " Howc\'er, it mmt be understood that Kinnaw's s>jstcni 
i:scs multiples of a slot cycle having an interval of 1 ,28 i*ec,, not mten'ais that are le&s than the 
=\>* acl^ or ' nco I le Ex . n appeo-eJ 'o "nde-sucL s^rce t^x^ E <. n* e ^'tsvcd 
itdt -ji, i^^j ei,t appawtion x exniaias the "ihoit-slot-cyclc' term vshicb :6 diffeicnt xbaif thd 
com cnticnal 'short-slot-cycle')" but believed that the "'different" short-siot-cycie was not recited 
m the claims Fu-al Rejection, page 9 Jlavtng clanfied tlie claim language, it 55 believed that the 
ExasTiiner's concerns hsve beeti overcoiae. 

For all the above reasons. Applicants' respectMly subniit that Kinnavy does not describe 
all the elfemeMs of the independent eiaiips, 
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3. EeJectiQis of sl&ims 2, 12, 2Q, m% 38, 4S, mdM liiititer 3S U.S,C, § 102(e)^ allegedfy 

Tht Exaii 5xier siat^s rhat Kirjiavy "inherentls tcacbes a rncihoJ, . jncsudit^g sorting a 
negative slot-cycle-iiidex value for said sbort-slot-cyde paging (col 3 lines 3-35);' Final 
Rejectioaj page 3. 

It is well esiaMisW iiat ii^ermcy camot fee establisJjed ba^ i^oii probabilities of 
possibilities. The mere fact that a certain thing may exist from a given set of cireuxi^ stances is not 
sufficient. In teMertsm, 169 F.3d 763 (Fed. Cir. 1999). Here/the ExamiBsr has MIed lo 
estahlish tbat Kimavy iTihereatly describes the ifmitations of these ckims. 

the portion of Kinnavy cited is support Qf the inliereacy assertioxv merely describes 
positive slot-cycle-index v^aes, not negative slot-(^e.indsx vatoes. Ths positive slot-cycle- 
values ofKinriayy are positive njiUtiples of the operating slot c^e of Kjrmavy which is stated to 
be 2 ■ X 1.28 (sec). Kinnavy, coL 4, lines 29-63. 

For the reasons set forth above in regard to the independent claims aiid the reasons set 
forth above, Applicants' res|>ectMly submit that Kinna^y does not describe all the elements of 
these claims. 

4, ReJectiOM of claims 3, 21 , 31, 39, 4% 51 mid 67 undsx 35 U,S.C.. § 1 02(e) «s sUegeily 



* It VbL\ad thpt tile F\a asaci mtetiJed to reject cU ^ oi O im ^3 1 1 h p -xlic^ i* ^ i<,,saK i ' 'v. 
toe FiEiai Rejectloi!. 

I( not clear whs th:: Lxatnsre'- ni-Ktded c at n*. 3 49, ^ad 6" fh s porUoa nf t )« re ^U'or a* page "> of Uie rjnal 
Re v(,tioi d.-^ hesi. claims do vr^i coj?i n t\ s Ln-ttaaon ad£ia*.<?ea n ibt, reiec^on 
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irdtx^aluet'Ciode oiec 1 '-2 ^ ' o vtngv-olumr 4 i res " > ^. n 

U js ^di y.stdh i hed that mhe eiK^v t."p^<. t iv t.-it sna *i ta u lOii p ' ^ ( 
po ibi stxes 1 i e ^«rc taa tha* a certam th^ g tnd> exi^* from a givw,n et o* i,jrca ^ upcc n^i 
nii ue t j* /?<3*c * <j« 169 ''d '^6'' (h<.d Car 1999) Here the Fxconi^c- -as ailed to 
estabb 1 that Ki ua%'> niheicrtly dt^-cnbes hcUmitatJon of these claim 

Te-^-f ^^Pi \^ li ^ypport of t' ei nerencv a>-sorjoiiiu Jx £;-,c >s 
PC It \e lot cyUe ^rcev \ i ut j f thv uegatne let cvc e-mdex reqi red s ti ^.-sv, 
claims. 

For the reasons set forth above in regai-d io the independent clauus ^md the reasons sei 
forth above. Applicants' respectfully submit that Kiimavy does not describe ali tfee elements of 
these Glaims. 

5. Mejection of clalSESis % 16, 26, 34, 44, 52, 12 suad 70 m4sr 35 | l«)2Cej M aHlegeily 
anticipate*! by liissssavy 

This rejection is not upderstoc^ Hone of these claims depeM directly fern their 

cxatroSe, n ^ slcc^ not drc^^tlv cepenJ f'-oi'- Uam I .at^^cr u aepu <. n t-or- . ^< ^ " ^ hxL n 
tuni depends t-om ckim 1 tlmm 7 ji, not subject to the anticipation rejection so it m aot dear 
v\ % claim 8, anc the ot^ier s^miar e a^irs, are subject to this rejection In setting forth the 

^.etn e " vv.4x lot m^ladevian 7 «. t le ^Tmapo.t> or; rejection Ra^.icr it appeal s 
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that the Examiner's intentou x& to include daim 7 and ihe other simiUi cKv.vc^s w ihi, obv., usi-css 
rejection set forth ors pages 4-5 of the Final Rejection. Ciariticatioti is needed 

The hxan^iner djd not nakc a tmduig where or how Isjiin3\'> allegedly irliere?^tiy 
describes the niethod of claim 7. Thus, absent fmher clariScation from the Exoitiiner as to the 
facmal basis far these assertions, a reasoned response cannot be made. The rejection should be 
wilitdray^a, 

6. l^feetJOR of elslim 9, 10^17^ 1^^24 27, 28, 35^ 36, 4S^ 4%:S3, 54, 63, 64* 71 m4 72 m 
allegedly obvlotss C5^'«rlO!t,tfev>' 

It is first noted that the Examiner provides a rationale why claims 7, 15, 25, 33, 43, 51 , 
61, and 69 are allegedly obvious but does not mclude the claims in the statement of the rf ectioR 
at page 4 of the Fin^ Rej eetion, Uris is iselieved to be an inadvertent error on the part of the 
Exmnitier that these efaims are j^art of the rejection and tiius will be respoaded to: 

Tnc Fxan ne*- ha taken o ticial notice in tcgard to the requi ement<5 of thvse d im 
* ^ ! cia s rcqi»'re c\dmira*ion of ■whether 

A. V ^ ^ ^ ^ I 1 1 1 t l-c t o-^c ha 

d\.s u >, iv v^si^ ixdj ^ utffcT^^n i ^ ^x. I 1^^. ^ ti f I u^v [<« ■} og^a nn^e 
choice, 1 G the extent tne , systems descnbed by Ksnnaw Gontam an 
\L 1 0 \fSG_^l FPORTED held the Examiner has not explained v>hy 't vvould n^s e been 
\ L fhat le i to a \ ahi. f ' I e i [a t \ -^a ^ a 

^v. dS i^tb t oi s cit set c\*. y. ^n^,i>NrvG 1 c lb> t it;c { ^ v. u v c!>,tie]f^a 
di 1 progr tier na\ sci \ a m *Ric s doe i ^t mean hat tl e oec f c ^ akes r^qm e<i D) tl^c 
claims sLbjvU ^o ihi e ec* or %\'Ould h ive bten b\io is 
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Withdrawal of the reiection is courtoiisly solidted. 

7. Rejection of cMms 4, 5, 13, 14, 22, 23, 3L 32, 40, 4L 58, 59, and m mdsr .35 ES.C. 
§3 03(a) as allegedly obvious over Klnsa\7 and US 2004./0179492 (2Mmg) 

The Examinsr states st page 6 of the Final Eefsction;; 

Regardin© cEsimss 4, 13. 22, 31 . 50, S8. Kinesavy faiis to traaefi a m®moa of clsim i, 
w^seresirt said det^rmlnfnp irsciudes examfrting system pp^iam«^^€^^ messages si^ciudlns 
©xtehdfed ^ysmrri psrsim®*^!- metssages <£SPiM). However. Zhans teaches determining 
{nclUdes examjnSrsa system msssag«& jhclLiding extended system saarameter 

messages (ESPM) (0314). Tnef^fofe, it would hav© beeh obvious to ordmary skH! in m® 
art at me time the if^yersiion was made to cpmf^lne tee above teaching of Zhang with 
Zi-sang, in order to provide redwctJptn of oyer head j^nd osused toy ioc^tion update and to 
ehsible efficient paging. 



-tatec s K t ok^ cx'^c*!^ low a e F\a nne v owH ^onh ku i v^-tb > t disciosu oi 
p.Tagr<st)h [0314 of Zhang or how any proposed combmahoa ovild pro\ ide reduction of "o\ ei 
head and caused by location update and to enable efficient pagifsg" as asserted. Absent: 
iQu t <L ^ Kt r 1 ^ ^ if 1 *nn of reasoning b) t^e Lxammsr this rejcvtion a 
moan ig^ ^t-^^pu isc cariot oc ~\ "ue 

herqetboiof claims^ > ^ 2^ "^2 4 and 68 set forth on pagts 6-7 ol th^ Fjril 
Rt^ecuon ^arS.r ^om tne «idme intirmrtie& Clanficatio'^ of this, rgjeaion i<! alt. j n:!cded 
8, Response to Ijssminer's fiommests 

t ^el tic h\ai-^xno ^ comments set forth at pages "0 ( *h ^ ^ -^^ ^.v, ( 

^ t ^sc i v.puii \ san &\ indmg ot the claim scope [A]s an int mat ^ i it ^p^l 
to the -verb o 'ht propo^ea ckiris tht bro Uttsl icasonab e meanmg of the words >n thesr 
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o dinar) u age a.s 'it ^ oi -^c i l n ^ 'm i ^ ^ ' i it;. 

acLoant whatever v.i hghteRmu t b> vvdv c> d,.nntionse s .nem <5c hi i ^ t, i\!at.a -^v iv. 
w iten descrptwn couUmed m the apphca. t's, -spec Icat on ' In re Mor-i 44 1 SPQ2v 102'^ 
1027 (Fed C a 997) Here ihe fcxamsne' read the claim n ? \dcuui^ tkI did rot tAt n o 
-c^'^i ^ * en J If -1 ^! ItK Hsio^-if^ n ^ U^-^^^ ^\ t 

a + is used { t V ail a'^ rt.aettfcuic.st pe otti ^ci p -v.^ -.^jv.^! v^"^*- 

Uaiti <? u hglit 0- the pecititation sho\ts tisat sb rt- lot-cvc e paging t f th & appbcatton 
dsfft-rcnt froi the adju micpt the lot c>cle mdex cnbed n KmnavY ^^'h .e i ts urged 1 lat 

- ^ t ^ ins ^nts \a.\eJ nit' hec'an 

ia i,uagt St Uv f It, c - oa'. -se no iimhu t ' pu e 1 at \Qn event ckixTib a-e neither articipatca 
by KmnavY i30r rsiidered obvious by kmnavy: with or without Zhm^- 
CONCLUSION 

1 ipbt 0 I ■•e ^pcrc^nentb co itamed herein, Apul-'cant si o it that tlis apphcdtio is j 
>■> 1 ion for alio * c nhicn earh iv.non cqac cd 

'lea&e c urge *<.cs o cv erpa^mtnts ha* n ' be due vMth th s respo c to Dcpo-it 
Account No. 1 7-0026. 

fepectfully submittedj 

Datai: December 12, 2007 Bv R-. iru.eif;o v-,Mtb 

Rapl ac d:]- 
Rcg..V 5\vn 

QlsAirOMM iiicorporaled 

Attn: Paicnt DeparUT;ent 

5775 Mi-rchousc Drive 

$a.n Dicgd, California 92121-1714 

Tdephone: (858) 658-5787 

Facsimile: (858) 658-2502 
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